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FRANK C. HANIGHEN, Editor {5% Oe ) 
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-Ctly- Sana” 
Denver Decision: Ike has wobbled into a compromise political strategy which places him in as weak 
inists | a position as he occupied in his over-extended move in the Ardennes, in 1944 (when the Germans 
f the counter-attacked so dangerously). At least, that’s the view among impartial observers in the Capital. 
He has demanded that the voters give him a Republican congress. Yet, he still declines to support 
Lead- § individual GOP candidates in various states and constituencies. Of course, if the GOP wins both houses 
oa” of congress, this “half-way strategy” will have paid off and he will emerge the happiest and most popu- 
lar of warriors. 
t the But there is unusual unanimity among observers that he can’t possibly save the House of Representa- 
10t a | tives for the Republican party. And many press veterans here believe that the Senate will go Democratic 
too. If the GOP loses either or both of the houses of congress, Eisenhower’s prestige ‘with his party will 
unquestionably diminish. The GOP politicians — it is reported — will complain that his failure to back 
individual GOP candidates prevented them from winning. 

Also — it is pointed out — Ike’s strategy has offended the Democrats, naturally, by calling for their 
lares | defeat as a party. (Their leaders reacted promptly and vigorously). That will make difficult what is 
yn, a | known in some White House circles as “Operation Bi-partisan.” The left-wingers in the Chief Execu- 
tive’s staff have reportedly welcomed the prospect of a Democratic-controlled congress, In such an event, 
they would play ball with the “liberal” Democrats on Capitol Hill and create a bi-partisan Administration. 
ings, | However practicable such a.course would actually prove, it accords with the old Ike dream of being elected 
President by both parties. 

But now the President, by calling for a GOP congress, has impaired, if not destroyed, chances of 
- “Operation Bi-partisan.” Even if they only win the House, the Democrats, including their own left- 
style wingers, will be in an excellent position to give Ike some of the treatment accorded Herbert Hoover in 
soil 1931 and 1932 when a Democratic House played the game on a cruelly partisan basis. And, in view of 
in iN § the present split between “liberals” and conservatives in the GOP, the prospects of an incredibly chaotic 
type, || congress have sharply increased. 
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1d to Voter “Apathy”: Voter frustration, not voter apathy (as GOP big-wigs claim) is the real trouble with 
the Republican campaign to win the elections — according to the best opinion in the Capital. Experts 
here think that the policies of the Administration since early 1953 have been largely shaped:'by “the ~ 
enia | fallacious myth of the “independent and shifting Democratic vote.” The White House Palace Guard 
col. | followed a course designed to attract what they thought were persuadable New Deal voters; this policy 
§ thereby alienated what Taft called the “uninterested vote,” which had remained “at home” during presi- 
dential elections from 1940 on. Therefore it is feared that this “uninterested vote” will remain away 


like from the polls this year, thus ensuring a Democratic victory. 
The widely-publicized notion that Ike won in 1952 by capturing the “independents who hivhe voted 
t the Democratic” is severely criticized by students of election statistics. They point out that Adlai Stevenson, 





Democratic candidate in 1952, won 27,315,000 votes. Yet in 1948, Democratic votes for Truman, Thur- 
mond (Democratic States Rights party) and Wallace (Democratic Progressive) totaled only 26,430,000. 
Abeer: Indeed, Stevenson won more votes than did Roosevelt in either 1940 or 1944. Obviously, no important 


fe has number of “independents,” who had in recent years voted Democratic, turned to Ike in 1952. 
pe A revealing view on what really happened in the polling booths in November 1952 was expressed, 
y an 


on the eve of Ike’s victorious inauguration, by Mr. Wayne Hood, then Executive Director of the GOP 
National Committee. He claimed that a secret plan guided the management of the Ike fight against 
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Stevenson. “The major point of campaign strategy,” said Hood, as reported in the New York Times, on 
January 18, 1953, “was the decision to drop the ‘me-too’ approach that had cost the party dearly in 
previous Campaigns; to pay less attention to the so-called ‘independent vote’ and to concentrate on the 


‘stay-at-homes’. who had not been at the polls in previous electioris. . . . The stay-at-homes outnumber the | 


independents by approximately 45,000,000 to an estimated 3,000,000 to 4,000,000.” Hood emphasized 
that an overwhelming majority of the Ike supporters came from the “stay-at-homes,” and the balance 
was composed of new voters. 

__- Unfortunately, Mr. Hood’s idea had no influence on the White House Palace Guard. For instance, 
it was.a commonplace — following the November 1952 victory — that a transference of a large part of 
the “Catholic vote” played a big role in swinging the big-city states to the GOP column. In New York, 
the Negro and Jewish blocs remained quite faithful to the Democrats and politicians noted that the 
Catholic vote, much of it influenced by Senator McCarthy, quite evidently helped produce a majority 
in the Empire state for Eisenhower. Yet, this obvious picture seemed lost on the White House advisers, 
After the election, they courted the Jewish and Negro votes and actually seemed to seek to alienate the 
Catholic vote (vide the treatment of McCarthy and Manion). Mr. David Lawrence, in his newspaper column, 
reported that in the Maine election last month a shift of the Catholic vote helped reduce the 1952 major- 
ities of the Republican candidates for Senator and Representative by an average 12 per cent. 

If these be the hidden currents shaping voter attitudes in November, only an abrupt. and radical 
change in GOP campaign strategy can save the day. 


Wilson Incident: : CIO uproar over Defense Secretary Wilson’s clumsily-phrased remark about 
workers:will not really hurt the GOP candidates — say shrewd political watchers here. The already firmly 
convinced Democratic voters of the left wing will like Reuther’s attacks on Wilson, but potentially “stay-at- 
home” GOP people may react angrily against unfair treatment of Wilson and — go to the polls. That's 
more: important — it is said — than efforts to win the so-called labor vote. Ike’s prompt backing of his 
Secretary of Defense is praised by some conservatives. 


Not Merely Gossip: Strange doings in Houston, Texas, illustrate the anomalous situation within the 
GOP today. Republicans have put up William Butler, as their candidate for the congressional race in 
that district, in opposition to the incumbent Democratic Representative Albert Thomas, a New Dealer. 
The latter is being supported by the Houston Post, owned by former Governor and Mrs. W. P. Hobby. 
Mr. Butler is running on a “support Ike” platform. Mr. Thomas has been severely criticizing the 
Eisenhower regime and his voting record in the past session has certainly not been that of a supporter 
of the. Kisenhower program. The cream of the bitter jest for Houston Republicans is that Mrs. Hobby 
is: none other than Oveta Culp Hobby, Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare in Eisenhower's 
Cabinet. Local Republicans are calling on the owners of the Houston Post to go down the line for Butler. 
@ . Premier Mendes-France’s apparent turn against Soviet Russia and support of measures for 
German rearmament might — in the opinion of diplomatic row — have been brought about by the Ameri- 
ean CIA;. That body, it is said, knows how to deal with French politicians. 

...:, @ «Irish Catholic jealousy of the rising power of Italo-American Catholics in the Massachusetts 
Democratic party may ensure the re-election of GOP Senator Saltonstall. Democratic Senator John F. 
Kennedy has failed to back Democratic senatorial candidate Foster Furcolo in a keen race. Such interest- 
ing cross-currents among “minorities” are described by Samuel Lubell in his scholarly volume The Future 


of American Politics (Harpers, 1952) which remains the best modern guide to trends in the American 
political system. 


McCarthy: According to our Maine correspondent, the resentment of voters against the GOP for perse- 
cution of McCarthy was reflected in the election statistics. GOP Representative C. G. McIntire, of the 3rd 
Congressional District of Maine, according to the New York Times, September 15, was “the biggest vote- 
getter” of all the GOP candidates for the national legislature. Why? Our correspondent says that it was 
because McIntire made the campaign statement that “I think a good deal more of Joe McCarthy than 
some of his critics.” The other candidates avoided the issue. 
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The Disease of Socialism: In the French National- 
ized railways the government is paying out as much in 
retirement pensions as it is in wages. This tragic economic 
condition illustrates once more how dangerous the social- 
istic “welfare” disease can become and how difficult it is 
to eliminate it. The predecessor of Mendes-France tried 
to correct the situation by raising the retirement age on 
the railways. His laudable effort, however, touched off 
one of the most crippling series of strikes in post-war 
France. 


Across the English Channel the British too, are dis- 
covering the difficulty of resisting the “gimme” racket. 
Last year it was reported that England was spending more 
on socialized medicine and social security pensions than 
on national armament. The British government actuary 
said that before long expenditure would greatly exceed 
income under the British social security system, and that 
he frankly didn’t know where the money could come 
from, since a further increase of taxes seemed impossible. 
There were over five million people receiving pensions 
and the figure was rising rapidly. The government 
tried to induce workers to forego pensions and work a 
little longer, offering an extra return on their pensions 
when they finally quit. But the government’s offer did 
not prove popular. 


Another signal example of socialistic “welfare” is 
reported from Montevideo, Uruguay, by the noted corres- 
pondent Edward Tomlinson. He says that government 
ownership of business deprives Uruguayan workers of an 
incentive; many “soldier” on the job, but are protected 
by labor laws which make it practically impossible to 
separate a drone from the public payroll. The govern- 
ment-owned electrical power trust can’t keep the lights on. 
Whole neighborhoods are often “in blackouts for hours 
at a time.” 


The roadbeds of the government-owned railroads 
are “depleted,” schedules “are no longer regular” and 
the annual deficit of the railroad trust is “almost as large 
as the income.” Practically all the government corpora- 
tions engaged in business enjoy heavy subsidies. The in- 
eficiency cf these corporations, says Tomlinson, springs 
from the fact that their managers are political appointees, 
a result inevitable under socialism. 


Patriotic Education: There is an outfit in Detroit 
offering more than a quack remedy to the current rush 
of crime, sex and sadism permeating books for youngs- 
ters. It is called Patriotic Education, Penebscot Building, 
Detroit 26, Michigan. Its aim is to titillate the imagina- 
tion of youngsters to the point where America’s historic 
past and potential future is more exciting and stimulating 
than the harrowing adventures of Willie, the Green Buz- 
zard, 


Here is the way it works. Patriotic Education has 
secured 240 colored pictures depicting important events 
in the building of America, from the landing of Colum- 
bus down to the events in 1950. These pictures are 
reproduced in four colors, each one about two by three 
inches in size. In addition to this a large, well bound 





book containing the text of the history of America is 
provided. 

The young girls and boys are given the task of 
taking the little pictures and mounting them into the 
appropriate places in the text, where the space is provided. 
The approach is highly educational and exciting to the 
young mind, 

The national advisory committee of the new outfit 
includes such stalwarts as Columnist George Sokolsky, 
Senator Harry Byrd, Publisher J. H. Gipson, and Milton 
H. Lory, national head of the Sons of the American 
Revolution. 

If Patriotic Education can turn the attention of 
America’s juveniles from sadistic punks to inspired 
patriots, they will do a great job. 


UN:On September 13, the State Department held a 
briefing session on the United Nations for Washington 
representatives of national organizations. The habit of 
briefing selected citizens on the “Government line” by the 
State Department originated with Secretary Acheson and 
his regime in that Department. It was a clever method 
of indoctrinating prominent but unwary people in civilian 
life. Powerful women’s organizations were given par- 
ticular attention (and very successfully) by the Acheson 
propagandists. Groups walking into this indoctrination 
web were made to feel that they had been carefully chosen 
to hear the real “low down” on what was happening in 
world affairs, Many are said to have tumbled. 

The latest State Department briefing session, aside 
from the appearance of old Acheson followers still 
thumping hard for UN on a Republican payroll, produced 
a novel explanation for changing the names of certain 
Department bureaus. Under Acheson there was a bureau 
called “United Nations Affairs.” Its name has recently 
been changed to “International Organization Affairs.” 
Under Acheson there was also a bureau then called “Office 
of United Nations Economic and Social Affairs” which is 
now changed to “Office of International, Economic and 
Social Affairs.” 

At the meeting, some UN admirers—apparently in- 
dignant that the words “United Nations” had been drop- 
ped in the titling of the above bureaus—wanted to know 
why it had been done. A State Department spokesman 
intimated in substance that they had been dropped be- 
cause they were an impediment to obtaining appropria- 
tions on Capitol Hill, that more money could be collected 
for UN work by such bureaus if this work were not so 
clearly identified. 


Between Covers: In the October Freeman, “UMT, 
The Promise of Disaster,” by former Representative 
Howard Buffett . . . In the American Mercury, “The 
Oppenheimer Story,” by J. B. Matthews —a good anti- 
dote to the pro-Oppenheimer propaganda in current issues 
of the Atlantic and Harpers . . . In The Brief, Phi Delta 
Phi legal quarterly (Winter, 1954 issue), a review by 
U.S. Federal Judge Claude McCulloch of “The Strange 
Book on the Strange Case of Alger Hiss.” The latter is 
the volume by the British Earl Jowitt, who seeks to clear 
Alger Hiss. 
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HUMAN EVENTS. Why? 


As you are a reader of this publication, it can be assumed that you associate with people 
interested in public affairs. For them, you could not select a more appropriate gift. Not only 
will this commentary on the course of events appeal to them, but every week it will be a welcome 
reminder of an intellectual bond between you. 


DISCRIMINATION AT CHRISTMAS 


an 


Some of your friends would best like to be remembered this Christmas with a subscription to 
Because they are your friends. 


At least six of your friends are in this category. Below is space for six subscriptions; if you 
want to remember more, a letter will serve as a subscription blank. 


Time is getting short. Send in your Christmas subscriptions now — and just before Christmas 
your friends will receive the first number, with proper notice, of course, that you are the cause 


Keep in mind, too, that whenever thereafter you meet with these people, conversation will be 
enlivened with some such remark as “according to HUMAN EVENTS .. .” 
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THAT LONDON AGREEMENT 
By Frepa UTLEY 


W: ARE NOT YET living in an Orwellian world in which every term means its 
opposite. But there has for long been an Alice-through-the-looking-glass quality 
in our views and conduct of foreign affairs. 


We don’t pretend any more that the Soviet Union is 
“progressive,” or that the Chinese Communists are nice li 


serves the ‘cause 


ostracized from 
decent society; whereas those who continue to ignore the facts 


wide publicity for the nonsense they write and speak. 


Take, for instance, the article by former Senator Henry Cabot Lodge, published in 
the Washington Star, on October 8, 1954, under the title: “UN — Peace for One Thin 
Dime.” True the Senator admits in his article that “You can’t buy automatic peace for 
that or any price,’ but he goes on to say: “We are getting by means of the 
United Nations the biggest bargain in peace and security for freedom that the world has 
ever seen” — all for the cost of ‘‘one cup of coffee a year” for every American. The heir 
of the Cabots and the Lodges sounds for all the world like a quack doctor selling a bottle 
of rose-colored sugar water as a remedy for every pain or disease. But it goes down with 
a public fed on illusions, and so healthy and happy that it is not, as yet, aware of the need 
for real medicine, or surgery, to cure the world’s ills. 


The gravest danger lies in the fact that the fatuous nonsense uttered about the'UN 
by wishful thinkers obscures the fact that all the UN has actually done is to help 
the Soviets “lull Americans into a sleep of death by talking peace until the Soviet Union 
possesses enough hydrogen bombs and intercontinental bombers to pulverize the air fields 
and productive centers of the United States by a sneak attack.” I am quoting from Syng- 
man Rhee’s magnificent address to Congress on July 28 last. 


Only a psychologist could explain why so many Americans like to depreciate their 
own efforts, accomplishments and sacrifices, and to pretend that the UN “preserved South 
Korea from Communist conquest.” The facts are, of course, that the U.S. and ROK forces 
fought almost alone, and that we suffered the first grave military defeat in our history on 
account of the restrictions placed upon our fighting forces by the UN. 


Part of the explanation or the lack of realism in American thinking is to be found 
in the propensity of our press to cater for profit to the human desire to believe that all is 
for the best in the best of all possible worlds. This must be the reason why the journalists, 
columnists and commentators who have been most wrong most often about most things 
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continue to enjoy favor and material rewards. But the enjoyment of self-deception is a 
luxury which we can no longer afford. 


5 how MOST RECENT example of the wondrous way in which international organi- 
zations, conferences, treaties and agreements, are misrepresented to the American 
public as being what they are not, or as the opposite of what they are, is afforded by the 
London agreement, or accord, of October 3. Entitled ““Text of the Final Act of the Nine 
Power Conference on Arming West Germany,” it has been widely heralded as achieving 


that long sought aim of American policy; the establishment of a viable European defense 
by the Europeans. 


But, if you examine the text of the agreement, you will find that it should have been 
called ‘Final Act.on the Manner and Method of Preventing Europe from Raising and 
Equipping Sufficient Fortés to Defend Itself Against Soviet Russia.” 


I am not exaggerating. The function of BRUTO (Brussels Treaty Organization), 
according to the text, is not to ensure the maximum defense effort of which its members are 
capable. Instead, its signatories promise to make sure that no one of them should ever 
exceed the low level of armies and armaments agreed upon. The “functions of the agency,” 
as laid down in paragraphs one to twelve, are entirely negative. It is to ensure that the 
“prohibition of the manufacture of certain types of armaments” is being observed; to 
“control the level of stocks,”’ etc., etc. Even “those forces remaining under national con- 
trol” are not to have stocks of arms larger than necessary for their “size and mission.” 


Next, we find detailed provisions as to how inspection shall be carried on, not to 
ensure that each member of the defense community is fulfilling its military obligations, 
but to prevent anyone from being too well armed. The Brussels Council is to make an 
annual report “concerning the controls of armaments.” Instead of seeing that the mem- 
bers fulfill their defense obligations it is to make sure that they do not overfulfill them. 


Nor is this all. The worst provision of the London agreement is one which repeats 
the major weakness of the United Nations, namely the veto power given to any one mem- 
ber to defeat the purpose of the organization. It says: ‘“The maximum defense contribu- 
tion to NATO of all members of the Brussels Treaty Organization will be determined by 
a special agreement fixing levels which can only be increased by unanimous consent.” 
(Italics added.) This proviso gives France, or any other of the BRUTO members which 
may decide to act in Moscow’s interests, the right to stymie European defense. It could, and 
probably will, give the Soviet Government the same veto power over European defense as 
it already enjoys in the UN over world security. The “neutralist’” forces are growing in 
strength in Europe as well as Asia, thanks largely to our policy of rewarding our enemies 
and failing to support our friends. The London agreement gives them the right to prevent 
any increase in European armament which might ‘“‘provoke”’ the Soviet Union. 


Anyone reading the text of the London agreement, without having had his mind con- 
fused by newspaper comment, might well conclude that it concerns the containment of 
Germany, rather than the containment of Russia. And this, perhaps, thanks to France, is 
what it is. For, has anyone ever heard of a treaty of alliance which concerned itself, 
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almost exclusively, with ways and means to prevent its members becoming strong enough 
to resist aggression? Yet such is the power of self-deception that President Eisenhower 
hailed the London Nine Power accord as the greatest diplomatic. achievement of our time, 
Bearing in mind that ‘co-existence’ has become the respectable word for appeasement, it 
is significant that Churchill proclaimed that the London accord ‘may well become a 
monument and a milestone in our march toward . . . peaceful co-existence.” 


RYING TO CONTAIN Germany while using her to contain Russia is about as easy as 
T squaring the circle. Trying to ‘harness’ the Germans to a chariot driven by France, 
while also expecting them to fight with the martial spirit and patriotic fervor of a free 
people is obviously an impossible project. To quote Walter Lippman, ‘The reason that 
EDC failed, was that so many Frenchmen . . . were unable to believe that the harness could 
or would effectively limit the action of a rearmed and sovereign Germany.” What he 
failed to say is that if the harness is strong enough to control the Germans it will also be 
too strong to permit them to defend Europe or themselves. 


The plain fact is that Europe can neither be united, nor defended by its own forces, 
without the Germans becoming the paramount power. They are the only people on the 
continent of Europe capable of playing the leading role which France aspires to but cannot 
perform. This is because in addition to their military qualities, the Germans are still the 
strongest and most populous country with the most highly developed industry; and what 
is perhaps even more important, they alone have the organizing ability, technological 
know-how, vision and energy to make a United Europe a going concern. 


An intelligent American policy would be designed, not to achieve an impossible objec- 
tive, but to make the best of reality. And this means helping to ensure that the pro-West- 
ern elements in Germany keep control, so that German pre-eminence in Europe will be 
peacefully achieved by cooperation not domination. By attempting to force the strongest, 
hardest-working, most courageous member of the European coalition to submit to the 
weakest and least capable, we are going against nature; and we shall thereby inevitably 
bring back to power the Germans who believe that force alone can achieve anything, and 
may therefore eventually ally themselves with Russia, if only for the sake of self-preserva- 
tion. 


The youth of Germany, first disillusioned by Hitler and then by the stupid and cruel 
policies pursued by the United States after our victory, found a new ideal in the concept 
of a freely united Europe in which the age-old conflict of Gaul and Teuton would be for- 
gotten, and Europe as a whole defended against the barbarians in the East. When France 
killed the EDC last August, the inspiring glow of this ideal faded away. 


Although Dr. Adenauer may succeed in persuading the Germans to become members 
of BRUTO and NATO, we cannot expect that the youth of Germany will willingly enlist, 
or be drafted, into an army whose sole function would appear to be the defense of ua- 
reliable allies; and which is specifically precluded, by the London agreement, from ever 
being used in Germany’s own national interests, however legitimate. 


Specifically the Federal Republic pledges itself never to “shave resource to force to 
achieve the reunification of Germany.” Since the only alternative to force, or the threat of 





it, is to pay Soviet Russia’s price, which at best would be German neutrality against us and 
at worst becoming a Soviet satellite, we are in effect telling the Germans that their only 
hope for reunification, and the liberation of their countrymen in East Germany, is sub- 
mission to Moscow. 

Men must have either an ideal or a national interest to fight for. We are kidding 
ourselves that we can revive the martial spirit and military genius of the Germans in our 
own interest, or in that of France and Britain, without giving them either; and while 
keeping them “in harness’ or treating them more like prisoners on parole than free men. 


The danger we face as the result of our muddled foreign policy is not that another 
Hitler will arise in Germany, or that “German militarism” will revive. Now that the 
Soviet Empire, thanks mainly to our folly and blindness, has become a menace to our lives 
and liberty far greater than Germany ever ‘was, except in the imagination of the interven- 
tionists, we must face up to realities, or perish. 


W' MUST REALIZE that peace cannot be bought for “‘one thin dime,” or for billions of 
dollars generously given to “allies” who want peace at any price, and cannot be 
counted to stand by as we have stood by them. The American eagle alone cannot defend 
the herd of sheep which bleats about peace in the United Nations, while the Communist 
wolves devour all the lambs as the price for letting the sheep “‘co-exist” with them for a 
few more years. Perhaps we need a few lions and tigers on our side in the jungle of the 
modern world, even if they were our enemies in the era when “good old Uncle Joe” was 
our ally. But it is absurd to imagine that we can both “harness” them and expect them to 
fight for us. 

Unfortunately, for most Americans, history begins in 1776, or, insofar as Europe is 
concerned, with the Franco-Prussian war of 1870 which is usually misrepresented as a 
Prussian attack on France, whereas, in fact, it was Germany’s response to centuries of 
French aggression. If Americans studied history they might learn that “the Prussians” 
were for centuries the bulwark of Europe against the Slavs, while other Teutons 
(Austrians), held the line against the Turks. 

It would seem that Mr. Dulles is more aware of realities than our former secretaries 
of state. It may even be that he has succeeded in knocking some sense into the heads of 
the French. 

But if Mendes-France now appears to be playing along with us, we cannot afford 
to ignore the fact that the London agreement, even if ratified by the French parliament, 


fails to give any assurance that there is any banner in the West to which those who 
prefer death to slavery can repair. 
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